tlon, amf that said search discloses lhntl.ee Harvey Oswald was never 
an Informant of the FBI, was never assigned a symbol number In that 
capacity, and was never paid any amount of money by the FBI In any 
regard. ( 17II815) * 

Wlmt he does not soy is that lie can guarantee this was 
not done under any name other than "Oswald” or 
under any other liookkeeping arrangement bucIi as 
having to do with "ex|ienses.” 

Lam willing to believe that Oswald was never In the 
FBI pay. But neither Hoover nor the Commission 
proved he was not. 

In Iiis own private, commercially sponsored Warren 
Report Portrait of the Assassin , Congressman Ford, In 
the very first chapter, quotes Henry Wade, then Dallas 
District Attorney and formerly a long-time FBI agent. 
Wade told Commission General Counsel J. Lee Ran- 
kin that he liad dispensed $2,000 a month to inform- 
ants, with no official record. The denials are not 
persuasive. Wade also told Rankin, apropos of Os- 
wald's use of post office boxes, that they were "an Ideal 
way to handle such transactions and was a way he had 
used at various times in the past, too.” 

Suspicion in this matter Is not diminished by the 
absence from the Report of the name “Ronnie Dugger” 
though Dugger had pertinent information. (His name 
is mentioned but once in ail fifteen volumes of testi- 
mony (2H42), and U»en as having seen activity on 
what is known in Dallas as “the grassy knoll,” west of 
tlie Texas School Book Depository Building. He was 
told the same slory as Iludkins.) He is editor of the 
weekly Texas Observer. He had written a well-known 
hook and for major magazines. At the time of the 
assassination, he was also corresponding for the Wash- 
ington Post. Writing in the February 1967 issue of a 
Texas magazine, Latitudes , he said of his own report- 
ing of the assassination, ”... an official told me that 
Oswald had been an employee of tlie FBI and had a 
certain pay number, which my source gave me. He 
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would not give me his source but said it was solid.” 

Tlie Commission failed, too, to call Dugger as a 
witness — or*Hudkins, or Swealt. The Report lists 
those regarded as "witnesses,” if only an unsworn 
statement was used. Not one of these men was called 
(R487,490,498). This is one way of "wiping out” a 
"dirty rumor,” but not a persuasive one. 

A number of other provocative items scattered 
throughout Uie evidence raise questions for which 
there is no satisfactory answer. For example, in Os- 
wald’s pocket address book there are these notations 
on a page (16H67) that faces a blank page: 

Cuban Student 
Derectorata (sic) 

. 107 Decatur Si 
New Orleans, La 
Carlos Brlnguler 


N.O. City Editor "Cowan” 
David Crawford 
reporter 


117 Camp 
107 Decatur 
iojs Canal 


After the middle of these three addresses but extend- 
ing upward from it is “cuban exile store.” This is the 
address ki Bringuier’a store. Why is it listed twice? 
What do the other two addresses represent? The Camp 
street pddress is across from tlie International Trade 
Mart,\vhich since thin lids moved. It » tlie address of 
a clothing store where formal attire is rented. Oswald 
had no bucIi interests. Why should lie have noted it in 
association with Bringuier? 

Or did he make a mistake, or have his own special 
code? In Uie building at 107 Camp Street, tlie Cigali 
Building, advertising man Ronnie Caire, who was con- 
nected with Uie anti-Castro Cuban groups, Uien had an 

office. It was on tlie Canal Street aide, opposite the 
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Camp Street entrance. Calre says Oswald applied for a 2 
job with him, claiming public relations experience. It',j 
should by now not surprise tlie reader to learn tliat | 
Caire is one of the multitude who were not called as " 
witnesses by the Commission and should have been. J 
Ilia New Orleans reputation is excellent. He is consid- 
ered a generous man, easily touched. He says he lost 
about $10,000 on his effort to help the “Crusade/* that 
abfiyV $4,000 was raised, and that some of it was 
"pocketed" by another. 

That lie was not called as a witness is not because 
the FBI was unaware of these things. Caire complains 
that their questionings “cost me about 100 hours” of 
time. 

The Canal Street address is not where Oswald was 
arrested, which was in the 700 block, and it is not a 
“good” address hut was then and is now a blank one. 
The numbers go from 1030 to 1034. In the covered-over 
passageway on that aide of 1030 is a small fniitstand. 
Its number is 1030V&. 

If Oswald made a mistake and meant 117 Decatur, 
that is the address of Orest Pena's Hnhona Bar and 
Lounge, where there were other interesting develop- 
ments in the story of Oswald in New Orleans, and at 
about this time, notably the spectacular and conspic- 
uous drunk staged there by Oswald or his counter- 
feiter. And why should Oswald have noted the names 
of the city editor and reporter in the middle of these 
entries. 

We do not know whether he made these notes before 
or after lie got himself arrested in this handbill opera- 
tion, which makes sense only as part of a Bclieme to 
establish a “cover.” But there is reason to believe it 
was not after the arrest, because there Is what seems to 
he such an item in Ills notebook (16H62), also facing a 
blank page. It is the listing of WDSU-TV, over which 
he broadcast after his arrest. This listing has the 
nomes of several of its staff and their phone numbers 
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fLi no address. It logically would have been entered 

IMter his arrest. . . 

R.i When Uiis manner of establishing a "cover Is consit - 
ft ared in conjunction with the strange business of bis 
? notebook copyings and Ids possession at the time oflns 
! arrest of a list of entries tliat could serve only to show 
i hs had been a defector to the Soviet Union, along with 
! the equally perplexing plea of guilty he entere w en 
l he was not guilty, it Is apparent the whole affair 
s', requires explanation the government has mot made. 

Ci The least likely preparation of a sincere Castro sym- 
Tpalldzer sallying forth on a propaganda venture Uiat 
! could lead to Ills arrest is evidence of Communist or 
i Russian connections. This handbill operation seems to 
(h’have been designed for an arrest and a police record. 
t 4 As soon as Oswald harvested the "pro-Castro press he 
f; thus made, he took it to Mexico with him and used 
in an unsuccessful effort to get a Cuban visa. After Uiis 
failed, lie still kept reminders of llie affair. One was 
found wlien the Dallas police searched Ins property 
Uia garage of the Paine residence, in Irving, lexas, 
after his arrest on November 22. 1963. In the Inventory 
of what was seized there is Item #231 (24H336), a 
“slip of pn|>er containing names Carlos J. Bringmer, 
Miguel M. Cruz and Lt. William Gaillot. Cruz was 
with Bringuier when he broke up Oswalds handbill 
operation; Gaillot, the police officer in charge. 

Such items and entries in Ihe notebook would be less 
; troubling if there were any Berious official explanation 
of their.. purpose and if eo many questions did not 
remain, so many indications of Oswald’s intelligence 

involvement . ... 

When the FBI prepared an analysis of Uifa w 
book, of what J. Edgar Hoover described (5HU-0 as 
“those Items in Oswald’s notebook requiring investiga- 
tive attention," the presence in it of the telephone an 
license numbers of the car of James P. Hosty, Jr., the 
FBI’s Oswald "expert," was not included. Hoovers 
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lion, and that said search discloses that Lee Harvey Oswald was never 
an informant of the FBI, was never assigned a symbol number in that 
capacity, and was never paid any amount of money by the FBI in any 
regard. (17H815) » 

What he does not say is that he can guarantee this was 
not done under any name other than “Oswald” or 
under any other bookkeeping arrangement such as 
having to do with “expenses.” 

I am willing to believe that Oswald was never in the 

FBI pay. But neither Hoover nor the Commission 
proved he was not. 

In his own private, commercially sponsored Warren 
Report Portrait of the Assassin , Congressman Ford, in 
the very first chapter, quotes Henry Wade, then Dallas 
District Attorney and formerly a long-time FBI agent. 
Wade told Commission General Counsel J. Lee Ran- 
kin that he had dispensed $2,000 a month to inform- 
ants, with no official record. The denials are not 
persuasive. Wade also told Rankin, apropos of Os- 
wald's use of post office boxes, that they were “an ideal 
way to handle such transactions and was a way he had 
used at various times in the past, too.” 

Suspicion in this matter is not diminished by the 
absence from the Report of the name “Ronnie Dugger” 
though Dugger had pertinent information. (His name 
is mentioned but once in all fifteen volumes of testi- 
mony (2H42), and then as having seen activity on 
what is known in Dallas as “the grassy knoll,” west of 
the Texas School Book Depository Building. He was 
told the same story as Hudkins.) He 19 editor of the 
weekly Texas Observer. He had written a well-known 
book and for major magazines. At the time of the 
assassination, he was also corresponding for the Wash- 
ington Post. Writing in the February 1967 issue of a 
Texas magazine, Latitudes, he said of his own report- 
ing of the assassination, ”... an official told me that 
Oswald had been an employee of the FBI and had a 
certain pay number, which my source gave me. He 
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would not give me his source but said it was solid.” 

The Commission failed, too, to call Dugger as a 
witness — or Hudkins, or Sweatt. The Report lists 
those regarded as “witnesses,” if only an unsworn 
statement was used. Not one of these men was called 
(R487,490,498) . This i9 one way of “wiping out” a 
“dirty rumor,” but not a persuasive one. 

A number of other provocative items scattered 
throughout the evidence raise questions for which 
there is no satisfactory answer. For example, in Os- 
wald’s pocket address book there are these notations 
on a page (16H67) that faces a blank page: 

Cuban Student 
Derectoratc (sic) 

107 Decatur St 
New Orleans, La 
Carlos Bringuier 


N.O. City Editor “Cowan" 
David Crawford 
reporter 


It 7 Camp 
107 Decatur 
1 03 2 Canal 


After the middle of these three addresses but extend- 
ing upward from it is “cuban exile store.” This is the 
address ,6f Bringuier’s store. Why is it listed twice? 
What do the other two addresses represent? The Camp 
street address is across from the International Trade 
Mart, which since th£n has moved. It is the address of 
a clothing store where formal attire is rented. Oswald 
had no such interests. Why should he have noted it in 
association with Bringuier? 

Or did he make a mistake, or have his own special 
code? In the building at 107 Camp Street, the Cigali 
Building, advertising man Ronnie Caire, who was con- 
nected with the anti-Castro Cuban groups, then had an 
office. It was on the Canal Street side, opposite the 
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Camp Street entrance. Caire says Oswald applied for a , 
job with him, claiming public relations experience. It 
should^ by now not surprise the reader to learn that 
Cairo is one of the multitude who were not called as 
witnesses by the Commission and should have been 
His New Orleans reputation is excellent. He is consid- 
ered a generous man, easily touched. He says he lost 
about $10,000 on his effort to help the "Crusade,” that 
about $4,000 was raised, and that some of it was 
“pocketed” by another. 

That he was not called as a witness is not because 
the FBI was unaware of these things. Cairo complains 
that their questionings “cost me about 100 hours” of 
time. 

The Canal Street address is not where Oswald was 
arrested, which was in the 700 block, and it is not a 
good” address but was then and is now a blank one. 
The numbers go from 1030 to 1034. In the covered-over 
passageway on that side of 1030 is a small fruitstand 
Its number is 1030V6* 

If Oswald made a mistake and meant 117 Decatur, 
that is the address of Orest Pena’s Habana Bar and 
Lounge, where there were other interesting develop- 
ments in the story of Oswald in New Orleans, and at 
about this time, notably the spectacular and conspic- 
uous drunk staged there by Oswald or his counter- 
feiter. And why should Oswald have noted the names 
of the city editor and reporter in the middle of these 
entries. 

We do not know whether he made these notes before 
or after he got himself arrested in this handbill opera- 
tion, which makes sense only as part of a scheme to 
establish a cover/* But there is reason to believe it 
was not after the arrest, because there is what seems to 
be such an item in his notebook (16H62), also facing a 
blank page. It is the listing of WDSU-TV, over which 
he broadcast after his arrest. This listing has the 
names of several of its staff and their phone numbers 


fbut no address. It logically would have been entered 
jafter his arrest. 

’ When this manner of establishing a “cover” is consid- 
ered in conjunction with the strange business of his 
^notebook copyings and his possession at the time of his 
; of a list of entries that could Berve only to show 
he had been a defector to the Soviet Union, along With 
the equally perplexing plea of guilty he entered when 
he was not guilty, it is apparent the whole affair 
requires explanation the government has not made. 
The least likely preparation of a sincere Castro sym- 
^pathizer sallying forth on a propaganda venture that 
could lead to his arrest is evidence of Communist or 
Russian connections. This handbill operation seems to 
have been designed for an arrest and a police record. 
ft As soon as Oswald harvested the “pro-Castro” press lie 
thus made, he took it to Mexico with him and used it 
\i in an unsuccessful effort to get a Cuban visa. After this 
failed, he still kept reminders of the affair. One was 
found when the Dallas police searched his property in 
the garage of the Paine residence, in Irving, Texas, 
after his arrest on November 22, 1963. In the inventory 
of what was seized there is Item #231 (24H335), a 
“slip of paper containing names Carlos J. Bringuier, 
Miguel M. Cruz and Lt. William Gaillot.” Cruz was 
with Bringuier when he broke up Oswald’s handbill 
operation; Gaillot, the police officer in charge. 

Such itente and entries in the notebook would be less 
troubling if there were any serious official explanation 
of their- purpose and if so many questions did not 
remain, so many indications of Oswald’s intelligence 
involvement 

When the FBI prepared an “analysis” of this note- 
book, of what J. Edgar Hoover described (5H112) as 
“those items in Oswald’s notebook requiring investiga- 
tive attention,” the presence in it of the telephone and 
license numbers of the car of James P. Hosty, Jr., the 
FBI’s Oswald “expert,” was not included. Hoover’s 


